W
hile we were pleased Communications celebrated E.F. Codd's seminal article "A Relational Model of Data for Large Shared Data Banks" (June 1970) in "Happy Birthday, RDBMS!" by Gary Anthes (May 2010), we were also dismayed by its inaccuracies and misrepresentations, including about more than just pre-RDBMS history.
For example, saying "Codd's relational model stored data in rows and columns…" (emphasis added) is completely at odds with Codd's goal that "Future users of large data banks must be protected from having to know how data is organized in the machine." Rows and columns are the canonical representation of Codd's relations, not a constraint on physical data structures. Getting this wrong completely undermines Codd's contribution. Moreover, no viable commercial RD-BMS has stored data purely in rows and columns, nor has any vendor completely implemented the logical and physical data independence his theory made possible.
Other inaccuracies and misleading statements abound:
DB2 did not "edge out IMS and IDMS." It took a long time for the transaction rates of any commercial RDBMS to compete with those of IMS, which remains an important commercial DBMS;
Ingres and its derivatives did not have the "DEC VAX market to themselves." Interbase, Oracle, and Rdb/VMS were early players (1980s), and Ingres was initially available on VAX/VMS butlike many RDBMS products that preceded the IBM products-introduced on Unix;
The "database wars" raged for almost two decades. Relational repeatedly had to prove itself against network, hierarchical, and object-oriented DBMSs, continuing with XML and Hadoop contenders;
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